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APSA Panels/Roundtables Created (or Co-Organized) by
Division 46: Qualitative and Multi-Method Research
September 3–September 6, 2009, Toronto, ON, Canada
Complexity and Interdependence in World Politics:
New Qualitative Approaches
Chair: Gary Goertz, University of Arizona
Participants:
Gary Goertz, University of Arizona: “The Political and Institutional
Construction of International Regions: Conceptualization and
Operationaliation.”
Daniel J. Levine, Johns Hopkins University: “Holes in the Whole:
Negative Dialectics and the Limits of Integration Theory.”
Vsevolod Gunitskiy, Columbia University: “A New Path or a Cul-
de-sac? Complex Adaptive Systems and International Relations
Theory.”
Tanja Pritzlaff, University of Bremen, Germany: “Complexity and
Stability in Contexts of Joint Decision-Making: An Experimental
Study.”
Charles L. Mitchell, Grambling State University: “Implications of
Qualititative Methods for Studying International Politics.”
Discussant: Kaija Schilde, University of Pennsylvania
Understanding Experiences Across the Subfields:
Rhetoric, Phenomenology, Fieldwork, Framing/Narratives,
and Textual Ethnography
Chair: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
Participants:
Dennis C. Galvan and Gerald Berk, University of Oregon: “How to
Research Institutions Experientially: Methods of Creative
Syncretism.”
Xymena Kurowska, Central European University: “Embedded IR-
ist: Learning about the EU’s Practices in External Assistance.”
Johannes Morrow, SUNY-Albany: “Methodological Issues in
Comparative Political Theory: Perspectives from Indigenous
Studies.”
Nick Turnbull, University of Manchester, United Kingdom: “The
Rhetorical Analysis of Politics.”
Cyrus Ernesto Zirakzadeh, University of Connecticut: “Frames
and Narratives: Two Modes of Political Understanding; Two
Forms of Scholarly Interpretation.”
Discussants: Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah;
Timothy V. Kaufman-Osborn, Whitman College
Debating Research Designs: Do Qualitative and Interpretive
Logics of Inquiry Differ? Should They?
Chair: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
Participants: Colin Elman, Syracuse University; John Gerring,
Boston University; Julie L. Novkov, SUNY-Albany; Sanford F.
Schram, Bryn Mawr College; Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, Uni-
versity of Utah
The Methods Café
Chair: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
Participants:
Lisa Wedeen, University of Chicago: “Critical Constructivist and
Discourse Analysis.”
Katherine Cramer Walsh, University of Wisconsin, Madison: “Field
Announcements
McAdam, Doug, Sidney Tarrow, and Charles Tilly. 2008. “Meth-
ods for Measuring Mechanisms of Contention.” Qualita-
tive Sociology 31:4, 307–331.
A substantial intellectual movement has been growing in the social
sciences around the adoption of mechanism- and process-based ex-
planations as complements to variable-based explanations, or even as
substitutes for them. But once we have recognized the validity and
dignity of studying mechanisms and processes, what is the next step?
Recently, both political scientists’ and sociologists’ discussions have
begun to turn away from correlation to mechanism-based approaches
to causation. But there is still a widespread assumption that mecha-
nisms are unobservable. We maintain that ways can be developed to
observe the presence or absence of mechanisms either directly or
indirectly. In this paper, by way of example, we put forward four
methods—two direct and two indirect—for measuring mechanisms
of contention.
Narang, Vipin and Rebecca M. Nelson. 2009. “Who Are These
Belligerent Democratizers? Reassessing the Impact of De-
mocratization on War.” International Organization 63, 357–
379.
In a key finding in the democratic peace literature, Mansfield and
Snyder argue that states with weak institutions undergoing incom-
plete transitions to democracy are more likely to initiate an external
war than other types of states. We show that the empirical data do
not support this claim. We find a dearth of observations wherein
complete democratizers with weak institutions participated in war.
Additionally, we find that the statistical relationship between incom-
plete democratization and war is entirely dependent on the dismem-
berment of the Ottoman Empire prior to World War I. We also find
that the case selection in Mansfield and Snyder rarely involved in-
complete democratizers with weak institutions. We therefore con-
clude that the finding that incomplete democratizers with weak insti-
tutions are more likely to initiate or participate in war is not sup-
ported by the empirical data.
Rohlfing, Ingo. 2008. “What You See and What You Get: Pit-
falls and Principles of Nested Analysis in Comparative Re-
search.” Comparative Political Studies 41:11, 1492–1514.
In a recent contribution to this journal, Munck and Snyder found that
many studies suffer from a deficient application of qualitative and
quantitative methods. They argue that the combination of small-n and
large-n analysis represents a viable method for promoting the produc-
tion of knowledge. Recently, Evan Lieberman proposed nested analy-
sis as a rigorous approach for comparative research that builds on the
complementary strengths of quantitative and qualitative analysis. In
this paper, the author examines the methodological potential of nested
inference to advance comparative political analysis, arguing that the
specific methodological problems of nested designs have not been
fully appreciated. It is shown that, under certain circumstances, noth-
ing is gained from a nested analysis. On the contrary, one might lose
more than one gains compared to single-method designs. The author
suggests specific methodological principles that take these problems
into account to make nested analysis fruitful for comparative studies.
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.996299
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Research I (Participant Observation; Political Ethnography): United
States.”
Jan Kubik, Rutgers University: “Field Research II (Political Ethnog-
raphy, Participant Observation): Overseas.”
Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah: “Generalizing? Valid-
ity? Reliability?”
Frederic C. Schaffer, University of Massachusetts-Amherst: “Con-
versational and Ordinary Language Interviewing.”
Illiberal Politics in Liberal States:
Studying the “Rough Edges of Democracy”
Chair: Martha Crenshaw, Stanford University
Participants:
Giovanni Capoccia, Oxford University, United Kingdom: “Demo-
cratic Signalling and Restrictions to Pluralism: Banning Extremist
Parties in Advanced Democracies.”
Terri E. Givens, University of Texas-Austin: “Antidiscrimination
Policy and Rights: Majority vs. Minority.”
Jonathan A. Laurence, Boston College: “Making Islam Safe for
Democracy: Legal Restrictions on Political Islamist Federations
in Western European Democracies.”
Ami Pedahzur and Eran Zaidise, University of Texas-Austin:
“Weak Democratic States and Reactions to Extremism.”
Christian Davenport, University of Maryland: “When Democra-
cies Kill. A Comparative Study of the USA, Northern Ireland,
Rwanda, and India.”
Discussant: Martha Crenshaw, Stanford University
Focus on Metaphor: New Perspectives
on Language and Discourse
Chair: Terrell Carver, University of Bristol, United Kingdom
Participants:
Takashi Shogimen, University of Otago, New Zealand: “Context
and Metaphor: A New Approach to the History of Ideas.”
Jernej Pikalo, University of Ljubljana, Slovenia: “Analyzing the
Interrelationship between Metaphors and Contexts: Informing
and Performing.”
Dag Stenvoll, University of Bergen, Norway: “Using Metaphors to
Analyze the US Report on ‘Trafficking in Persons.’”
Steffen G. Schneider and Frank Nullmeier, University of Bremen,
Germany: “Metaphorical Concepts and the Discursive Con-
struction of Legitimacy: The Framing of (Inter-)National Gover-
nance Arrangements in Media Discourses.”
Discussant: Veronique Mottier, University of Lausanne, Switzer-
land
Ethnographic Methods in Political Science:
What Difference Can They Make?
Chair: Edward Schatz, University of Toronto-Mississauga, Canada
Participants: Calvin Chen, Mount Holyoke College; Jan Kubik;
Rutgers University-New Brunswick; Timothy Pachirat, New
School University; Dorian T. Warren, Columbia University;
Edward Schatz, University of Toronto-Mississauga, Canada
Discussant: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
Is There a Multimethod Consensus in Comparative Politics?
Chair: Rudra Sil, University of Pennsylvania
Participants: Michael J. Coppedge, University of Notre Dame;
Yoshiko M. Herrera, University of Wisconsin-Madison; Evan S.
Lieberman, Princeton University; Amel F. Ahmed, University of
Massachusetts-Amherst; Dan Slater, University of Chicago
The Epistemological Foundations of Mixed-Method Research
Chair: Amel F. Ahmed, University of Massachusetts-Amherst
Participants:
David Kuehn and Ingo Rohlfing, University of Heidelberg,
Germany: “Are We Really Bridging the Gap? On the Conflicting
Epistemological Foundations of Multi-Method Research.”
Abhishek Chatterjee, University of Virginia: “Ontology, Epistemol-
ogy, and Multiple Methods.”
Amel F. Ahmed, University of Massachusetts-Amherst: “Mapping
the Epistemological Commitments of Methods: A Framework
for Mixed-Method Research.”
Discussants: Jeffrey T. Checkel, Simon Fraser University, Canada;
Ted Hopf, Ohio State University
Process Tracing in International and Comparative Politics:
Achievements and Challenges
Chair: Jeffrey T. Checkel, Simon Fraser University, Canada
Participants: Andrew Bennett, Georgetown University; James A.
Caporaso, University of Washington; Colin Elman, Syracuse
University; James Mahoney, Northwestern University; Vincent
Pouliot, McGill University, Canada
Virtues and Limits of Mixed-Method
Research in Diverse Contexts
Chair: Aaron Schneider, Tulane University
Participants:
Gitte Sommer Harrits, University of Aarhus, Denmark: “Under-
standing Social and Political Practice: A Mixed-Method
Strategy.”
Aaron Schneider, Tulane University: “Change and Complexity in
Stateness: Quantitative, Qualitative, and Interpretive Tools to
Make Sense of State Authority in an Age of Globalization.”
Ariel Ahram, University of Oklahoma: “Conceptual Stretching in
Mixed-Method Research.”
Kaija Schilde, University of Pennsylvania: “Triangulating Methods
to Assess the Performance of International Bureaucracies: An
Analysis of EU Institutions Through Case Studies and Surveys.”
Discussant: Herlin Chien, National Sun Yat-sen University, Taiwan
Qualitative Research in Post-Communist Space
Chair: Jessica Allina-Pisano, University of Ottawa, Canada
Participants:
Paul Goode, University of Oklahoma: “Redefining Russia: Quali-
tative Research and Western Political Science.”
Jessica Allina-Pisano and Andre Simonyi, University of Ottawa,
Canada: “Power, Space, and Movement in the Eastern Border-
lands of the European Union.”
Andre Simonyi, University of Ottawa, Canada: “Beyond ‘Beyond
Identity’: The Creation of Magyar and Korean ‘Minorities’ in
Ukraine.”
Daniel J. Beers, Indiana University: “Sensitive Questions Demand
Sensitive Methods: A Comparative Analysis of Interview and
Survey Responses to Questions about Corruption and Profes-
sional Misconduct in the Romanian Judiciary.”
Discussant: Paul Goode, University of Oklahoma
Statistical Models and Causal Inference:
David Freedman’s Dialogue with the Social Sciences
Chair: Jasjeet Singh Sekhon, University of California-Berkeley
Participants: Jason Seawright, Northwestern University; Donald P.
Green, Yale University; Henry E. Brady, University of Califor-
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Results from Political Science, Public Administration and Public
Policy Case Studies Using Meta-Analysis: Issues, Examples,
and Recommendations.”
Kurt Gaubatz and Katya Drozdova, Stanford University and
National Security Innovations (NSI): “Focusing on the Structure
of Uncertainty: Using Information Models to Enhance the
Structured-Focused Case Study Method.”
Discussant: Claudio M. Radaelli, University of Exeter, United
Kingdom
Qualitative Approaches to Institutional and
Policy Change in American Politics
Chair: Donald Rosdil, Northern Virginia Community College
Participants:
Morris D. Bidjerano, SUNY-Albany: “Complexifying Collabora-
tion.”
Adam Myers and Curtis Nichols, University of Texas-Austin:
“New Insights About Critical Junctures: Lessons From The
Study of Governing-Majority Formation in American Politics.”
Alex Leland Medler, University of Colorado-Boulder: “Mapping
Complex Coalitions: Using Frames and Policy Positions to
Identify Ideologues, Pragmatists, and Dogmatic Coalition Mem-
bers in Conflict over Charter Schools.”
Donald Rosdil, Northern Virginia Community College: “The Role
of Comparative Case Analysis in Explaining Progressive Policy
Outcomes in U.S. Cities.”
Discussant: Curtis Nichols, University of Texas-Austin
Repression and Protest in Non-Democratic Regimes
Chair: Piero Stanig, Columbia University
Participants:
Mirjam Kunkler, Princeton University: “Protest and Repression
Cycles in Reformist Iran 1997–2001.”
Emmanuel Teitelbaum, George Washington University: “The
Effects of Labor Standards on Export Performance in Low- and
Middle-Income Countries.”
Jillian M. Schwedler, University of Massachusetts-Amherst:
“Political Protest in Neo-Liberal Jordan.”
Holger Albrecht and Kevin Koehler, American University in Cairo:
“Success and Failure of Protest Movements Under Authoritar-
ianism: Evidence from Burma, Egypt and Kyrgyzstan.”
Discussant: Maria Inclan, Centro de Investigación y Docencia
Económicas (CIDE)
Challenges and Advances in Historically-Oriented Research
Chair: Eileen M. Doherty-Sil, University of Pennsylvania
Participants:
Hillel David Soifer, Princeton University: “Permissive and Causal
Conditions in Historical Causation: Windows of Opportunity
and Types of Critical Junctures.”
Sean L. Yom, Harvard University: “Theoretical Deduction or
Empirical Induction? Resolving Causal Tensions in Comparative-
Historical Research.”
Tonya Caprarola Giannoni, George Washington University: “Ap-
plying Historical Methods to Understanding the Evolution of
Property Rights When Land is Not Scarce.”
Ian S. Lustick, University of Pennsylvania: “Evolution and His-
torical Institutionalism: Tropes Without Theory.”
Laura J. Hatcher, Southern Illinois University: “Critical Junctures
and Legal Meaning: (Re)Constituting Property by Constituting
Wetlands.”
nia-Berkeley; Wendy K. Tam Cho, University of Illinois-
Urbana-Champaign; Thad Dunning, Yale University
Discussant(s): Jasjeet Singh Sekhon, University of California-
Berkeley; David Collier, University of California-Berkeley
History, Identity, Political Violence:
The Relative Merits of Qualitative Methods to Explain
Complex and Dynamic Phenomena
Chair: Jonathan Githens-Mazer, University of Exeter, United
Kingdom
Participants:
Jonathan Githens-Mazer, University of Exeter, United Kingdom:
“Causal Processes, Radicalisation and Bad Policy: The Impor-
tance of Case Studies of Radical Violent Takfiri Jihadism for
Establishing Logical Causality.”
Orla Lynch, University of St. Andrews, Scotland: “The Advantages
of Qualitative Methods in Difficult-to-Research Subject Pop-
ulations: Triangulating Interviews and Secondary Sources.”
Matthew Goodwin, University of Manchester, United Kingdom:
“Beyond a Snapshot Approach: Findings from Life-History
Interviews with Extreme Right-Wing Activists.”
Robert A. Lambert, University of St. Andrews, Scotland: “Under-
standing Muslim Community Perspectives of Violent Extrem-
ism: A Qualitative Case Study in London.”
Discussant: Basia Spalek, University of Birmingham, United
Kingdom
Taking Research Design Seriously in
Ideational Approaches to International Relations
Chair: Jeffrey W. Legro, University of Virginia
Participants:
Joshua Busby and Jonathan Monten, University of Texas-Austin:
“When John Bolton is the Life of the Party: Explaining the
Erosion of Multilateralism in the GOP.”
Jennifer L. Erickson, Cornell University: “Reputation and Image in
International Institutions: International Pressures to Adopt
‘Responsible’ Arms Transfer Policy.”
Andrew Yeo, Catholic University of America: “Contestation or
Consensus? Ideas, Foreign Policy Beliefs, and U.S. Alliance
Relations.”
Stephanie Claudia Hofmann, Cornell University: “European
Security in the Shadow of NATO: Party Ideology and Institu-
tion Building.”
Stephen Craig Nelson and Andrew Yeo, Cornell University:
“Methodological Challenges and Progress in Ideational Re-
search.”
Discussant: Kathleen R. McNamara, Georgetown University
Case Study Meta-Analysis: Methodological Challenges and
Applications in Political Science
Chair: Jens Newig, Leuphana Universität Lüneburg, Germany
Participants:
Jens Newig and Oliver Fritsch, Leuphana Universität Lüneburg,
Germany: “Does Participatory Governance Lead to Better
Environmental Outcomes? Methodology and Results from a
Transatlantic Comparative Meta-Analysis of 60 Case Studies in
Environmental Decision Making.”
Claudio M. Radaelli and Theofanis Exadaktylos, University of
Exeter, United Kingdom: “Research Design and Causal Analysis
in European Studies. A Meta-Analysis of the Europeanization
Literature.”
Jason Jensen, University of North Dakota: “Cumulating the
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Refinements in Research Design: Cases, Concepts, Variables
Chair: Carolyn M. Warner, Arizona State University
Participants:
Thomas Pluemper, Eric Neumayer, and Vera Troeger, University of
Essex, United Kingdom: “Case Selection in Qualitative Re-
search.”
Carolyn M. Warner, Arizona State University: “The Possibility
Principle and the Methodology of Comparative Case Studies of
Corruption.”
Etel L. Solingen, University of California-Irvine: “Theory and
Method in the Study of Nuclear Proliferation.”
Stefanie Walter and Dirk Leuffen, Harvard University: “Improving
Measurement in Qualitative Social Science Research.”
Discussant: Hillel David Soifer, Princeton University
Everyday Politics in Developing Countries:
Qualitative Approaches
Chair: Staffan I. Lindberg, University of Florida
Participants:
Maren Milligan, University of Maryland: “Navigating Shifting
Front Lines: A Relational Approach to Gender and Political
Ethnography in Religiously Divided Societies, A Comparison of
Nigeria and Lebanon.”
Sybille Ngo Nyeck, University of California-Los Angeles: “The
‘Dependent-Variable Problem’ of the Colonial State: Conceptual
Stretching and Discontent in Development Studies.”
Rodrigo Velazquez, University of Texas-Austin: “Democracy’s
Impact on Bureaucratic-Legislative Relations: Theoretical
Expectations and Mexican Realities.”
Jeremy Matthew Menchik, University of Wisconsin: “Fatwas as
Data: Uncovering Historical Change in Islamic Institutions.”
Discussant: Staffan I. Lindberg, University of Florida
Meaning, Discourse and Agency in Political Life
Chair: Chris Mantzavinos, Witten/Herdecke University, Germany
Participants:
Chris Mantzavinos, Witten/Herdecke University, Germany: “How
to Explain ‘Meaningful’ Actions.”
Brendan Jerome Hogan, New York University: “Imagination,
Political Science, and Agency.”
J. Mitchell Pickerill, Washington State University: “Designing
Conversational Interviews for Phronetic and Causal Analyses:
The Constitution in the Everyday Lives of Ordinary Americans.”
Eric M. Blanchard, University of Southern California: “What’s at
Stake in US-China Relations? Interpretation, Discourse Analysis
and the ‘Responsible Stakeholder’ Debate.”
Discussant: Jeremy Matthew Menchik, University of Wisconsin
Qualitative Approaches to Studying the
Emergence and Practice of Democracy
Chair: Djamel Mermat, University of Lille 2, France
Participants:
Mohamed Charfi, University of Geneva, Switzerland: “Democrati-
sation Processes in Arab Countries: A Fuzzy Set Analysis.”
Djamel Mermat and Monia Chaabane, University of Lille 2, France:
“Citizens in Front of their Screens: The Joint Influence of Al
Jazeera and TF1 on the Electoral Choice of French Voters of
Maghreb Origin.”
Ivo Lima Veiga, University College, London: “The Role of Coali-
tions in the Spanish and the Portuguese Transition to Democracy
1974-1978.”
Ryan Geoffery Baird, University of Arizona: “Governance Infra-
structure and High Quality Democracy: A Theoretically Moti-
vated Concept Construction and Necessary Condition Analy
sis.”
Discussant: Patricia J. Woods, University of Florida
Constructivism and Traditional IR Theory:
Pluralism, Conflict, or Eclecticism?
Chair: J. Samuel Barkin, University of Florida
Participants:
Craig A. Parsons, University of Oregon: “What Is Distinctive
about Constructivism?”
J. Samuel Barkin, University of Florida: “Realism, Constructivism,
and International Relations Theory.”
Cynthia S. Kaplan, University of California-Santa Barbara: “Test-
ing Constructivist Identity: Developing Empirical Indicators
from In-Depth Interviews.”
Jérémie Cornut, Université du Québec à Montréal: “Pluralism in
IR Theory: An Eclectic Study of Diplomatic Apologies and
Regrets.”
Discussant: Craig A. Parsons, University of Oregon
Constructing Cross-National Datasets:
Challenges and Lessons
Chair: Andreas Schedler, Centro de Investigación y Docencia
Económicas (CIDE)
Participants: Amy R. Poteete, Concordia University; Ronald A.
Francisco, University of Kansas; Monty G. Marshall, George
Mason University; Amy G. Mazur, Washington State Univer-
sity; Wolfgang Merkel, Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin für Sozial-
forschung (WZB), Germany
Discussant: Jose Antonio Cheibub, University of Illinois-Urbana-
Champaign
Research Design, Methods, and Theory-Building
in Comparative Judicial Politics
Chair: Jeffrey Staton, Emory University
Participants:
Matthew C. Ingram, University of New Mexico: “Bridging
Theory, Building Courts: Crossing Subfield Boundaries to
Clarify Causation in Judicial Politics.”
Beth Neitzel, University of California-Irvine: “Unfinished Busi-
ness: Examining the Meaning and Implications of Political
Fragmentation for Judicial Institutions and Behavior.”
Juan Rebolledo and Frances Rosenbluth, Yale University: “Mea-
suring the Rule of Law.”
Druscilla L. Scribner, University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh: “Select-
ing and Collecting Data in Comparative Judicial Politics.”
Discussant: Jeffrey Staton, Emory University
